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Re: 

Dear Ms. Brown-

Norfolk Southern Railway Company - Abandonment Exemption - In 
Lucas County. Ohio, STB Docket No. AB-290 (Sub-No. 337X) 

Pursuant to the Board's abandonment class cxempiion procedures for lines with no 
local business for ai least two years (49 C.F.R. Pan 1152, Subpart P), enclosed arc an original 
and 11 copies of a verified abandonment notice of exempiion fora rail line owned by Norfolk 
Southern Railway Company. 

A check in the amount of $3,700.00 is enclosed to cover the applicable filing fee 

Please acknowledge receipt und filing of this notice of exemption by date .stamping the 
enclosed eleventh copy and rclurning it lo the courier to rclum lo me. 

Sincercly, 

JUL 2 3 2013 

SURFACE 
TOANSPOFirATlON BOARD 

J?.^;}£JLJ-
Robcii A Wimbish 
Attorney for Norfolk Southern 

Railway Company 

Enclosures 
cc: Marc Kirchncr. Maquiling Parkcrson, I^Wada Poarch 



BEFORE: THE 
SURFACE TRANSPORTATION BOARD 

WASHINGTON, DC 

STB Docket No. AB-290 (Sub-No. 337X) 

NORFOLK SOUTHERN RAILWAY COMPANY 
-ABANDONMENT EXEMPTION-

IN LUCAS COUNTY, OHIO 

VERIFIED NOTICE OF EXEMPT ABANDONMENT 

Norfolk Southern Railway Company ('*NSR*') hereby submits a vcnficd notice of 

exemption pursuant to 49 C I- R. part 1152, subpart F (Exempt Abandonments and 

Diseontimiances of Ser\'icc and Trackage Righis) for NSR to abandon a total of approximately 

1.0 miles of rail line (hereinaOer. the "Line") extending between mileposi XK 299 3 (to ihc south 

ofthe intersection of Woodstock Ave. and Nebraska Ave.) and milcposi XK 300.3 (near the 

intersection of Douglas Rd. and Dorr St.). all of which is located in Toledo, Lucas County. Ohio 

The Line traverses Uniled Slates Postal Zip Code lerritory 43606 and 43607. 

In accordance with the rcquircments of 49 C.F.R §§ 1152 50(b) and (d). NSR provides 

the following information in support of this notice of abandonment' 

Ccrtificalion: 49 C.F.R. S 1152.S0fh) 

NSR ccrtiries that ihe Line .satisfies the criieria for abandonment under the exempiion 

provisions al 49 C.F.R. pari 1152, subpart I*' See Cenificaiion of R.A. Bartic, General Manager 

Northern Region. Norfolk Southern Railway Company. During ihe past two years. NSR has 



" I 

provided no local or overhead common carrier ser\'ice over the Line, nor has it received any 

requesis for common carrier service over it. 

Pronoiicd Con.summalion Dale: 49 C.F.R. S 1152.50fdK2) 

The proposed abandonment Will be consummated on or after September 11,2013 (50 

days after filing ihe notice of exemption). 

Additional Information Required: 49 C.F.R. SS 1152.22raUI W4^. HUS) and (c)(4) 

Exact name of antylicanLsW C.F.R. S I \S2.22(a)(\)): 

Norfolk Southern Railway Company 

Whether anolicani is a common carriers bv railroad (49 C.F.R. S 1152.22faV2)V 

NSR is a Class I common carrier by railroad subject to the Board's jurisdiction under 

49 U.S.C. Subiiilc IV. 

Relief soutiht f49 C.F.R. S I l52.22faV3^V 

NSR invokes the Board's two-ycar-out-of-servicc class exempiion procedures lo abandon 

approximately 1.0 miles of rail line (the Line) located in the Toledo. Lucas County, Ohio. The 

Line extends from milepost XK 299 3 (to the south ofthe intersection of Woodstock Ave. and 

Nebraska Ave.) to milepost XK 300.3 (near the inlerscction of Douglas Rd. and Dorr St) 

Mao (49 C F.R S 1152 22(a\(4)V. 

A detailed map showing the location of die Line is aitached hercto as Exhibit B. 

Applicants' rcprcsentaiivcs (49 C.F R S 1152.22faV7)^: 

NSR's rcprcscniative to whom corrcspondcnee rcgarding these proceedings should be 

sent is as follows: 

Robert A. Wimbish 

BAKER & MILLER PLLC 
2401 Pennsylvania Ave., NW, Suite 300 
Wnshinglon, DC 20037 



Tel: (202)663-7824 
Fax (202) 663-7849 

USPS ZIP codes (49 C.F.R. S I I52.22fay8^V 

The Lines traverse portions ofthe following United States Postal Zip Code territories: 

43606 and 43607. 

Suiiabililv ofthe Line for Olher Public Purposes (49 C.F.R. S 1152 22feU4^V 

NSR, us owner of ihc subject Line, has no opinion as to whether or noi the Line and the 

underlying righl-of-way would be suited for other public purposes. NSR may noi have fee title 

to the cniirc rights-of-way for the Line il proposes to abandon, which could affect future public 

use plans in the event lhal abandonment is consummated. I lowever. NSR is unaware ofany 

plans targeting any or all of ihe subject right-of-way for such purposes. The Line does not 

contain fcdcrally-granlcd rights-of-way As appropnaic. NSR is willing promptly to make 

available any informalion in their possession lo anyone so requesting il. 

l-iihor Protection 

Because the Line has been out of .ser\'ice for over two years, il is unlikely that any 

railroad employees will be adversely afTectcd by exercise of abandonment auihority. Ilowcvcr, 

as a condition lo exercise of ihc auihority permitted in this inattcr, NSR will accept the 

imposiiion of standard labor proiective conditions as set forth in Orcuon Short Line R Co -

Abandonment - Goshen. 360 I CC. 91 (1979). 

Certifications 

Attached hereto as Exhibit C arc Certificates of Service and Publication certifying 

compliance wilh the advance notice and newspaper publication rcquiremcnls set forth nt 49 

C.F.R. § 1152.50(d)(1) and 49 C.F.R. § 1105.12. rcspeciively. Attached as Exhibit D is a 



certiilcatc of compliance with the advance notice rcquircments for Environmental and Misluric 

Reports as set forth al 49 C.F.R. § 1105.11. 

Environmental and Historic Report 

As is rcflected in ihe certificate of compliance with ihe provisions of 49 C.F.R. § 11 OS. 11 

(Exhibit D). NSR has prcpared a combined Environmental and I lisloric Report (*'E&HR'') in 

aniieipaiion ofthe propo.scd abundonmenl ofthe Line, which confonns to ihc rcquircments of 49 

C.F.R. §§ 1105.7 and 1105 8. A copy of ihe E&IIR is aitached hereto as Atlachmcni I to 

Exhibit D (§ 1105.11 certification). 

Respectfully submitted. 

Robert A. 
BAKER & MILLER PLLC 
2401 Pennsylvania Ave. NW 
Suite 300 
Washington, DC 20037 
Tel: (202)663-7824 
Fax. (202)663-7849 

Attorney for Norfolk Southern Railway Company 

July 23. 2013 



BEFORETHE 
SURFACE TRANSPORTATION BOARD 

WASHINGTON, DC 

STB Docket No. AB-290 (Suh-No. 337X) 

NORFOLK SOUTHERN RAILWAY COMPANY 
- ABANDONMENT EXEMPTION -

IN LUCAS COUNTY, OHIO 

VERIFIED NOTICE OF EXEMPT ABANDONMENT 

VERIFICATIONS 



Verification 

I, John Fnedmann, Vice President for Norfolk Southern Railway Company ("NSR"), hereby 
verify under penalty of perjury that to the best of my knowledge the foregoing abandonment 
notice of exemption Is true and correct. Further, I certify that I am qualified and authorized to 
make such verification on behalf of NSR in connection with this proceeding before the Surface 
Transportation Board 

Executed this 6*̂  day of IMay 2013 

lohn H. Fnedmann 
Vice President 



BEFORE TIIE 
SURFACE TRANSPORTATION BOARD 

WASHINGTON, DC 

STB Docket No. AB-290 (Suh-No. 337X) 

NORFOLK SOUTHERN RAILWAY COMPANY 
- ABANDONMENT EXEMPTION -

IN LUCAS COUNTY, OHIO 

VERIFIED NOTICE OF EXEMPT ABANDONMEN' 

EXHIBIT A 

NSR CERTIFICATION 



CERTIFICATION 

STATE OF GEORGIA-

ss: 

CITY OF ATLANTA: 

R. A. Bartle makes oath and says that he is General Manager Northern 

Region for Norfolk Southern Railway Company; that the rail line between Milepost XK 

299 3 and Milepost XK 300 3, over which service is to be abandoned, is subject to his 

supervision and direction; that no local traffic has moved over the line for at least two 

years, that no overhead traffic has moved over the line for at least two years and that 

overhead traffic, if there were any, could be rerouted over other lines; and that no formal 

complaint filed by a user of rail service on the line or a state or local government entity 

acting on behalf of such user regarding cessation of service over the line either is 

pending before the Surface Transportation Board or any U. S. District Court or has been 

decided in favor of the complainant within the two-year period. 

/7 J A ^ >A*^6^ 
R. A. Bartle 

Subscribed and sworn to before me 
this ig^^^dav of r H f U L l 2013. 

Notary Pubnc 

My commission expires 

SmUYGAMBREU 
, NOTARYPUBUC 
COBB COUNTy GEORGIA 

liy00MiaSSK)NE»>IRESAPRlL2a2015 
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BEFORE TIIE 
SURFACE TRANSPORTATION BOARD 

WASHINGTON, DC 

STB Docket No. AB-290 (Sub-Nu. 337X) 

NORFOLK SOUTHERN RAILWAY COMPANY 
- ABANDONMENT EXEMPTION -

IN LUCAS COUNTY, OHIO 

VERIFIED NOTICE OF EXEMPT ABANDONMENT 

EXHIBITS 

MAP 
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BEFORE TIIE 
SURFACE TRANSPORTATION BOARD 

WASHINGTON, DC 

STB Doekct No. AK-290 (Sub-Nu. 337X) 

NORFOLK SOUTHERN RAILWAY COMPANY 
- ABANDONMENT EXEMPTION -

IN LUCAS COUNTY, OHIO 

VERIFIED NOTICE OF EXEMPT ABANDONMENT 

EXHIBIT C 

CERTIFICATES OF 
SERVICE/PUBLICATION 

12 
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Cenifieate of Service of Advance Notice 

49 C.F.R. S 1 l52.50fdKn - Notice 

I certify that, on July 8, 2013. in keeping with 49 C.F.R. § 1152.50(d)(1), I caused the 

following parties to be served with the wriiien notice of intent of Norfolk Southern Railway 

Company (''NSR") to invoke the Board's notice of exemption procedures for NSR to abandon 

approximately 1.0 miles of rail line located in Toledo. Lucas County. Ohio: 

Public Scn'ice Commission 

Todd A. Snitchlcr. Chairman 
The Public Uulities Commission of Ohio 
180 l:ast Broad Street 
Columbus, Ohio 43215 

Dcnarlment of Defense fMil i tan' Traffic Management Command. Transnorlalion 
Enainccring Aticncv. Railroads for National Defense Prognim) 

Duvid Dorfman 
SDDC TEA 
Railroads for National Defense 
709 Warel Dr., Bldg 1990 
Scott APB. IL 62225 
(618)220-5741 

The National Park Scr\'icc. Recreation Resources Assistance Division 

Charlie Stockman 
National Park Service 
Rivers & Trails Conservation Program 
1201 Eye Street. NW. 9th Floor (Org. Code 2220) 
Washington, D C. 20005 
(202) 354-6900 

13 



U.S. Dcnarlment of Agriculture. Chief of the Fores! Ser\'icc 

Thomas L. Tidwell, Chief 
Forest Service 
U.S. Department of Agriculture 
Sidney R Yaics Federal Building 
201 14ih Slrccl SW 
Washington, DC 20024 
(202)205-8439 
S/W Sandy Berg. Office Manager 

July 23.2013 
Robert A. Wimbish 
KA2^£u .̂ 

Atiorney for Norfolk Southern 
Railway Company 

14 



Certificate of Newspaper Puhlication 

49 C.F.R. S 1105.12 - Newspaper Notice 

1 certify that a "Notice of Intent lo Abandon Rail Scr\'icc'* was published in the fonn 

prescribed by the Board for abandonment notices of exemption (49 C.F R § 1105 12). The 

notice was published one time on July 10. 2013, in the Toledo Journal, a newspaper of general 

circulation in Lucas County, Ohio. 

July 23, 2013 
Robert A. Wiinbish 
r?/r^):J-
Atiomcy for Norfolk Southern 

Railway Company 

15 



BEFORETHE 
SURFACE TRANSPORTATION BOARD 

WASHINGTON, DC 

STB Docket No. AB-290 (Suh-Nu. 337X) 

NORFOLK SOUTHERN RAILWAY COMPANY 
- ABANDONMENT EXEMPTION -

IN LUCAS COUNTY, OHIO 

VERIFIED NOTICE OF EXEMPT ABANDONMENT 

EXHIBIT D 

CERTIFICATE OF COMPLIANCE WITH 
ENVIRONMENTAL AND HISTORIC 

REPORT REQUIREMENTS 
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Environmental and Historic Report 

Certif icate of Service 

Pursuant to the requirements of 49 C.F R § 1105 7(b) and 49 C F R. § 1105.8(c), the undersigned 

hereby certif ies that a copy o f the Combined Environmental and Historic Report in Doclcet No. AB-290 

(Sub-No 337X) was mailed via 

Scott Naliy 
Ohio EPA 
P 0 . Dox 1049 
Columbus, OH 43215 

Susan Hedman 
Regional EPA - Region 5 
77 W Jackson Blvd. 
Chicago, IL 60604 

Patrick Ernest 

first class mail on May 7,2013 to the fol lowing parties: 

Board of Commissioners 
Lucas County 
One Government Center 
Suite 800 
Toledo, OH 43604 

Todd Audet 
Ohio Department of Transportation 
317 East Poe Road 
Bowling Green, Ohio 43402 

Ohio Department of Natural Resources Ohio Historic Preservation Office 
Office of Coastal Management 
IDS W. Shoreline Drive 
Sandusky, OH 4^870 

USDA-NRCS State Office 
200 North High Street, Room 522 
Columbus, OH 43215 

rom Melius 
U.S Fish and Wildlife Service 
BHW Federal Building 
1 Federal Drive 
Ft Snelilng,MN 5 5 i l l 

U S. Army Corps Ot Engineers 
Buffalo District 
1776 Niagara Street 
Buffalo. NY 14207 

Mayor Michael Bell 
One Govurnment Center 
640 Jackson Street 
Suite 2200 
Toledo, Ohio 43604 

Marcel lusC Kirchner 

iViay 7, 2013 

800 East l / " Avenue 
Columbus, OH 43211 

Michael Reynolds, Regional Director 
National Park Service 
601 Riverfront Drive 
Omaha, NE 68102-4226 

Charlie Stockman 
National Park Service 
Rivers and Trails Conservation Program 
1201 Eye Street, NW 9*^ floor 
Washington D C 20005 

National Geodetic Survey 
Geodetic Service Division 
Room 9202 NGS/12 
131S East-West Hwy 
Sliver Spring. MD 20910 3282 

United Stales Environmental Protection Agency 
Ariel Rios Building 
1200 Pennsylvania Ave., NW 
Washington, D C. 20004 

• z . 
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ATTACHMENT 1 
ENVIRONMENTAL AND HISTORIC REPORT 

INCLUDING SAMPLE TRANSMin AL LETTER 

18 



Strategic Planning Department 
Norfolk Southern Corporation Three Commercial Place 
3 Commeraai Place Norfoilt, VA 23510-9207 
Norfolk. VA 23510-9207 (757)629-2679 

May 7, 2013 

RE STB Docket No. AB-2go (Sub-No 337X), Norfollt Southern Railway Company -
Abandonment - in Lucas County, Ohio 

Dear Sir/Madam: 

Norfolk Southern Railway Company (NSR) plans to request authonty from the Surface Transportation 
Board (STB) to abandon a segment of rail line between Mileposts XK 299.3 and Milepost XK 300.3 in 
Lucas County, Ohio 

Enclosed is a Combined Environmental and Historic Report (Report) which describes the proposed 
abandonment and other pertinent information. A map of the proposed track abandonment can be found in 
Appendix A of this report Appendix B of this report lists the various agencies receiving it 

The railroad does not anticipate adverse environmental impacts, however, if you identify any adverse 
environmental effects please descnt>e the actions that would assist in alleviating them Please provide us 
with a written response indicating any concerns or lack thereof, which will be included in the Report and 
sent to the Surface Transportation Board (STB). 

This Report (s being provided so that you may submit information that will form the basis for the STB's 
independent environmental analysis of the proceeding If you believe any of the information is incorrect, if 
you think pertinent information is missing, or if you have any questions about the Board's Environmental 
Review process, please contact the Section of Environmental Analysis (SEA) by telephone at (202) 245-
0295 or by mail to 

Surface Transportation Board, 
395 E Street, S W.. Room 1106 
Washington DC 20423-0001 

Please refer to the above Docket when contacting the STB. Applicable statutes and regulations impose 
stringent deadlines for processing this action. For this reason your wntten comments (with a copy to us) 
would be appreciated within three weeks. 

Your comments will be considered by the Board in evaluating the environmental impacts of the 
contemplated action. In order for us to consider your input prior to filing with the STB, we must receive 
your comments within three weeks Please provide information to LaWada Poarch by email at 
LaWada.Poarch@nscorp com, or by mail to 

LaWada Poarch 
Abandonments Coordinator 
Norfolk Southern Corporation 
Strategic Planning Department 
Three Commercial Place 
Norfolk. VA 23510 

19 

Operating Subsidiary Norfolk Southem Railway Company 



Sincerely, 

Marceiius C Kirchner 
Director Strategic Planning 
Norfolk Southern Railway Company 

Attachment 

20 



BEFORE THE 
SURFACE TRANSPORTATION BOARD 

STB DOCKET NO. AB-290 (Sub-No. 337X) 
NORFOLK SOUTHERN RAILWAY COMPANY 

PROPOSED RAIL LINE ABANDONMENT 

BETWEEN MILEPOST XK 299.3 AND MILEPOST XK 300.3 
IN LUCAS COUNTY, OHIO 

Combined Environmental arid Historic Report 

May 7, 2013 

21 



place This alternative Is not satisfactory. NSR would incur opportunity and otiier 

holding costs that would need to be covered by non-existent on-line shippers were this 

line segment to be retained. 

A map depicting the line proposed for abandonment is attached as Appendix A. 

An example of the railroad's letter to federal, state and local government agencies, 

along with a list of the consulting agencies NSR has contacted, is attached as 

Appendix B. Comments received as a result of NSR's written requests for feedback 

can be found in Appendix C. 

49 CFR 1105.7(e)(2) Transportation system. 

Describe the effects of the proposed action on regional or local transportation systems 
and patterns. Estimate the amount of traffic (passenger or freight) that will be diverted to 
other transportation systems or modes as a result of the proposed action. 

RESPONSE: Effects of the proposed action on regional or local transportation 

systems and patterns would be negligible. There is no rail freight or passenger traffic 

originating or terminating on the line segment proposed for abandonment, and the line 

segment has been rendered unnecessary because of changes in track configuration in 

NSR's adjacent Airline Yard in Toledo 

49 CFR 1105.7(e)(3) Land use. 

(i) Based on consultation with local and/or regional planning agencies and/or a review 
ofthe official planning documents prepared by such agencies, state whether the 
proposed action is consistent with existing land use plans. Describe any 
inconsistencies. 

RESPONSE. An outline of future land use plans has been requested from the 

City of Toledo and Lucas County. These agencies were also asked to comment on the 

consistency of the proposed abandonment with existing land use plans, but they have 

24 



not done so to date. NSR has no reason to believe, however, that the proposed 

abandonment would have any adverse impact on - or be inconsistent with - existing 

land use plans. 

(li) Based on consultation with the U.S. Soil Conservation Sen/ice, state the effect of 
the proposed action on any prime agricultural land. 

RESPONSE: Consultation was requested from The United States Department of 

Agriculture, Natural Resources Conservation Service, but NSR has not received a 

response to date. 

(iii) If the action affects land or water uses within a designated coastal zone, include the 
coastal zone information required by Sec. 1105.9. 

RESPONSE: Consultation was requested from Ohio Department of 

Natural Resources, Office of Coastal Management, but NSR has not received a 

response to date. NSR has no reason to believe that the proposed abandonment would 

be inconsistent with the coastal zone management plan. 

(iv) If the proposed action Is an abandonment state whether or not the nght-of-way Is 
suitable fbr alternative public use under 49 U.S.C. 10906 and explain why. 

RESPONSE: The railroad may not have fee title to the entire right-of-way 

underlying the line segment proposed for abandonment, and so NSR may not have a 

contiguous corridor available for re-deployment for possible alternative public use(s). 

NSR does not know if there are any state or local plans that may be facilitated by the 

proposed abandonment, and NSR has no opinion about whether the nght-of-way would 

be suitable for alternative public purposes. 

49 CFR 1105.7(e)(4) Energy. 

25 



(i) Describe the effect of the proposed action on transportation of energy resources. 

RESPONSE: Development and transportation of energy resources will not be 

affected by the abandonment. No freight or passenger traffic Is moving over the line, 

and the line did not carry any energy resources when last operated. 

(li) Describe the effect ofthe proposed action on recyclable commodities. 

RESPONSE Movement or recovery of recyclable commodities will not be 

affected by the abandonment. No freight or passenger traffic is moving over the line, 

and the line did not carry recyclable commodities when last operated. 

iii) State whether the proposed action will result in an Increase or decrease in overall 
energy efficiency and explain why. 

RESPONSE: The proposed action involves the abandonment and salvage of a 

rail line that has been inactive for over two years, and as such will not result in an 

increase or decrease in overall energy. 

(iv) If the proposed action will cause diversions from rail to motor carriage of more than: 
(A) 1,000 rail carioads a year; or 
(B) An average of 50 rail carloads per mile per year for any part ofthe affected line, 
quantify the resulting net change in energy consumption and show the data and 
methodology used to amve at the figure given. 

RESPONSE: No traffic will be diverted from rail to motor carriage as a result of 

the proposed action, so the above thresholds will not be exceeded. 

49 CFR 1105.7(e)(5) Air. 

(i) If the proposed action will result in either: 
(A) An increase in rail traffic of at least 100 percent (measured in gross ton miles 
annually) or an Increase of at least eight trains a day on any segment of rail line affected 
by the proposal, or 
(B) An Increese in rail yard activity of at least 100 percent (measured by carioad 
activity), or 
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(C) An average increase in truck traffic of more than 10 percent ofthe average daily 
traffic or 50 vehicles a day on any affected road segment, quantify the anticipated effect 
on air emissions 

RESPONSE The above thresholds will not be exceeded. 

(ii) If the proposed action affects a class I or nonattainment area under the Clean Air 
Act, and will result in either. 
(A) An increase in rail traffic of at least 50 percent (measured in gross ton miles 
annually) or an increase of at least three trains a day on any segment of rail line, 
(B) An increase in rail yard activity of at least 20 percent (measured by carioad activity), 
or 
(C) An average increase in truck traffic of more than 10 percent ofthe average daily 
traffic or 50 vehicles a day on a given mad segment, then state whether any expected 
increased emissions are within the parameters established by the State Implementation 
Plan. 

RESPONSE: The above thresholds will not be exceeded. For the record. 

however, Lucas County. Ohio, is in attainment for all National Ambient Air Quality 

Standard (NAAQS) pollutants according to the U.S Environmental Protection Agency. 

(iii) If transportation of ozone depleting matenals (such as nitrogen oxide and Freon®) 
is contemplated, identify the materials and quantity, the frequency of service; safety 
practices (including any speed restrictions); the applicant's safety record (to the extent 
available) on derailments, accidents and spills; contingency plans to deal with 
accidental spills; and the likelihood of an accidental release of ozone depleting materials 
in the event of a collision or derailment 

RESPONSE: Not applicable 

49 CFR 1105.7(e)(6) Noise. 

If any ofthe thresholds identified in item (5)(i) of this section are surpassed, state 
whether the proposed action will cause: 
(i) An incremental increase in noise levels of three decibels Ldn or more; or 
(ii) An increase to a noise level of 65 decibels Ldn or greater. 
If so, identify sensitive receptors (e.g., schools, libraries, hospitals, residences, 
retirement communities, and nursing homes) in the project area, and quantify the noise 
increase fbr these receptors if the thresholds are surpassed. 

RESPONSE The above thresholds will not be exceeded. 
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49 CFR 1105.7(e)(7) Safety. 

(i) Describe any effects of the proposed action on public health and safety (including 
vehicle delay time at railroad grade crossings). 

RESPONSE: Abandonment of the subject rail line segment will have no 

significant effect upon public health or safety. The abandonment will result in the 

elimination of five road crossings at grade, which will reduce distractions to the motoring 

public. 

(li) If hazardous matenals are expected to be transported. Identify: the materials and 
quantity; the frequency of service; whether chemicals are being transported that, if 
mixed, could react to form more hazardous compounds; safety practices (including any 
speed restrictions), the applicant's safety record (to the extent available) on derailments, 
accidents and hazardous spills; the contingency plans to deal with accidental spills, and 
the likelihood of an accidental release of hazardous materials. 

RESPONSE: Not applicable 

(lii) If there are any known hazardous waste sites or sites where there have been 
known hazardous materials spills on the nght-of-way, identify the location of those sites 
and the types of hazardous materials involved. 

RESPONSE: The reilroad has no knowledge of hazardous waste sites or sites 

where there have been known hazardous material spills on the right-of-way or in 

adjacent areas. 

49 CFR 1105.7(e)(8) Biological Resources. 

(i) Based on consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, state whether the 
proposed action is likely to adversely affect endangered or threatened species or areas 
designated as a critical habitat, and if so, describe the effects. 

RESPONSE' The railroad understands that no federally- listed endangered 

species or their habitats will be adversely affected. The railroad has requested input 

from the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (USFWS) to ascertain any impacts to 
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surrounding habitats and species. USFWS has advised that they do not anticipate any 

impact on federally-listed endangered, threatened or candidate species or their habitats. 

The response of USFWS is attached as part of Appendix C. 

(ii) State whether wildlife sanctuaries or refuges. National or State parks or forests will 
be affected, and describe any effects 

RESPONSE: The line segment proposed fbr abandonment does not appear to 

pass through state parks or forests, national parks or forests, or wildlife sanctuaries 

Therefore, no adverse effects on wildlife sanctuanes, national parks or forests, or state 

parks or forests are anticipated. 

49 CFR 1105.7(e)(9) Water. 

(i) Based on consultation with State water quality ofTiciais, state whether the proposed 
action is consistent with applicable Federal, State or local water quality standards. 
Describe any inconsistencies. 

RESPONSE: The railroad does not intend to remove or alter the contour of the 

roadbed underlying the rail line to be abandoned by way of excavation or other ground-

disturbance activity. Accordingly, no soils will be disturbed as a result of the proposed 

abandonment, and no stonn water mitigation or National Pollutant Discharge Elimination 

System pemiits will be required. The line proposed for abandonment crosses no 

watercourses. There are no plans to undertake in-stream work, or dredge and/or use any fill 

materials in connection with the proposed abandonment, so for this reason also, the 

proposed abandonment will not result in water quality impacts 

Consultation has been requested from the Ohb Environmental Protection Agency 

(OH EPA) and from tiie United States Environmental Protection Agency (USEPA). OH EPA 
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advised that a permit under Section 402 of the Clean Water Act is not required for the 

proposed activity. OH EPA's response is attached in Appendix C. 

(ii) Based on consultation with the U S. Army Corps of Engineers, state whether 
permits under section 404 of the Clean Water Act (33 U.S.C 1344) are required fbr the 
proposed action and whether any designated wetlands or 100-year flood plains will be 
affected. Describe the effects. 

RESPONSE: The geometry of the roadbed will not be altered and no in-stream 

work IS contemplated. No discernible effects on either 100-year flood plains or adjacent 

wetlands are expected in connection with the proposed abandonment. Consequently, 

the railroad does not believe a Section 404 permit will be required in connection with the 

proposed abandonment. Consultation was requested from the U.S. Army Corps of 

Engineers, which advised that if the project is limited to the existing railroad bed and 

there IS no discharge of fill within a waters of the United States - and, indeed, here 

there will be no salvage or related activities taking place beyond the boundanes of the 

existing railroad bed, and there will be no discharge of fill within the waters ofthe United 

States as a consequence of the proposed abandonment - then no authorization will be 

required from the USACE. The response is attached as part of Appendix C 

(ill) State whether permits under section 402 ofthe Clean Water Act (33 U.S.C. 1342) 
are required for the proposed action. 

RESPONSE' The railroad does not plan to remove or alter the roadbed underlying 

the line to be abandoned, to undertake in-stream wori< or to dredge or use any fill materials. 

There will be no excavatton or other ground-dlsturfc)ance activity, and, because no soils will 

be disturbed, no stomi water mitigation or Nattonal Pollutant Discharge Elimination System 

pennit will be required. The railroad anticipates that the abandonment will not affect water 
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quality or require the issuance of a Section 402 pemiit under Uie Federal Water Pollution 

Control Act Nevertheless, NSR has requested input from the U.S. Environmental 

Protection Agency (as indicated in a preceding section) and the Ohio Department of Natural 

Resources. Ohb EPA, through a letter dated November 9, 2012, and through an email 

dated November 13.2012 (from its Division of Surface Water. Central Office - NPDES. 

Biosoiids, and Pretreatment Unit), confirmed that Issuance of a Sectbn 402 permit will not 

be required. See Appendix C 

49 CFR 1105.7(e)(10) Proposed Mitigation. 

Describe any actions that are proposed to mitigate adverse environmental impacts, 
indicating why the proposed mitigation is appropriate. 

RESPONSE: Abandonment of the involved rail line is not expected to produce 

adverse environmental impacts for the reasons set forth above. Only minimal physical 

activity may occur as a result of the proposed abandonment, such as removal of rail, 

ties, and other railroad appurtenances. The railroad will undertake all reasonable 

mitigation associated with these activities as directed by the Board to assure the 

abandonment does not produce adverse environmental impacts. 
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HISTORIC REPORT 

49 CFR 1105.8(d) 

PROPOSED ACTION AND ALTERNATIVES 

NSR proposes to abandon 1.00 miles of rail line between Mileposts XK 299 3 

and XK 300.0 In Lucas County, Ohio. No traffic has originated or tenninated on the line 

in over two years, and no customers are located on the line. Any overhead traffic which 

moved over the line has been routed over other line segments This line has been 

rendered unnecessary because of changes in track configuration in NSR's adjacent 

Airline Yard in Toledo. 

Following abandonment, the line segment's rail and related track matenal will be 

salvaged. Salvage will consist of removing the rail and track matenal from the existing 

roadbed. The contours of the existing roadbed will remain as is, and existing drainage 

systems wilt remain intact. When the rail and track material are removed, the contractor 

will smooth the roadbed to a level surface. No ballast will be removed, so no soil 

disturbance will occur (and, accordingly, no National Pollutant Discharge Elimination 

System permit will be required). No digging or burying of any kind will be permitted. All 

salvaged steel components will either be reused or sold as scrap. Crossties may be 

reused in other railroad operations or they will be disposed of in accordance with 

applicable federal and state laws and regulations. There are no bridges on the line 

segment. 

The alternative to abandonment Is to not abandon the line and retain the track In 

place. This altemative is not satisfactory. The railroad would incur opportunity and 
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other holding costs that would need to be covered by non-existent on-line shippers were 

this line segment to be retained. A map depicting the line proposed for abandonment is 

attached in Appendix A 

ADDITIONAL INFORMATION 

(1) U.S.G.S, Topographic Map - Maps were fumished to Ohio Historic Preservation 

Division, Department of Natural Resources 

(2) Written Description of Right of Way - The right-of-way width is primarily 50 feet 

along the mam track centerline. The proposed segment is between Mileposts XK 299.3 

and XK 300 3. Pursuant to Surface Transportation Board (STB) policy, the railroad's 

nght-of-way will constitute the Area of Potential Effect (APE) for this undertaking. 

(3) Photographs - There are no structures on the line 

(4) Date of Construction of Structures - Not applicable 

(5) History of Operations and Changes Contemplated - The railroad property 

that is the subject of the related notice to the STB consists of 1.00 miles of rail line 

between milepost XK 299.3 and XK 300.3 In Lucas County, Ohio, and compnses a 

portion of rail line commonly referred to as the Clinton Industrial Track (or "Clinton IT") 

This segment of the Clinton IT has been rendered redundant by an improvement project 

at NSR's AiHine Yard, in which new connections were built. No customers are served 

from this segment. 

This line was part of the first portion of the Erie & Kalamazoo Railroad, 

completed in 1836, connecting Toledo (which at that time was part of Michigan) with 

Adrian, Michigan. The line has been operated by a number of predecessor railroads, 
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such as the Michigan Southern Rail Road Company (1849 to 1855); the Michigan 

Southem and Northem Indiana Rail Road Company (1855 to 1869); the Lake Shore 

and Michigan Southem Railway Company (1869 to 1914), and the New York Central 

Railroad (after 1914), which merged with The Pennsylvania Railroad in 1968 to form 

Penn Central Transportation Company (Penn Central). Consolidated Rail Corporation 

(Conrail) which commenced operations on April 1,1976. assumed operation ofthe line 

following the bankruptcy ofthe Penn Central. And, in 1999. NSR^ assumed control of 

the subject line segment 

(6) Summary of Documents In Carrier's Possession That Might Be Useful for 

Documenting a Structure That Is Found To Be Historic - Not applicable, as there 

are no structures on the line or within the APE. 

(7) Opinion Regarding Criteria For Listing In The National Register Of Historic 

Places - There are no structures on the line or within the APE. In addition, the railroad 

has no reason to believe that there is any likelihood of finding archaeological resources 

or historic properties on or Immediately adjacent to the tine proposed for abandonment. 

(8) Subsurface Ground Conditions That Might Affect Archaeological Recovery 

The railroad Is not aware of any prior subsurface ground disturbances or environmental 

conditions that would affect archaeological recovery Moreover, abandonment of the 

line and salvage of material from its surface will not affect any potential archaeological 

' Southern Railway Company was incorporated in 1894. In 1982. Norfolk Southern 
Corporation acquired control of Southern Railway Company along with Norfolk and 
Western Railway Company In 1990, Southern l̂ ailway Company changed its name to 
Norfolk Southern Railway Company and Norfolk and Westem Railway Company 
became a wholly owned subsidiary of NSR. 
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RECIPIENT LIST 

Proposed Rai l L ino At>andonment o f 1.00 mi les of ra i l l ine l i e twcen IVIiieposts XK 299.3 and XK 
300.3 In L u c a s Coun ty . Oh io . 

STATF ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY 
Scott Nally 
Ohio EPA 
P.O Box 1049 
Columbus, OH 4321S 

REGIONAL ENVIRONMENTAL PROTEaiON AGENCY 
Susan Medman 
Regional EPA - Region 5 
77 w Jackson Blvd 
Chicago, IL 60604 

STATE COASTAL ZONE MANAGEMENT 
Patrick Ernest 
Ohio Department of Natural Resources 
Office of Coastal Management 
lOSW Shoreline Drive 
Snndusky, OH 44870 

NATURAL RESOURCES CONSERVATION SERVICE 
USDA-NRCS State Office 
200 North High Street, Room 522 
Columbus, OH 43215 

FISH AND WILDUFE SERVICE 
EHzdbeth McCloskcy 
U.5. Fish and Wildlife Service 
PO Box 2616 
Chesterton, IN 46304 

US ARMY CORPS OF ENGINEERS 
USACE 
Buffalo District 
1776 Niagara Street 
Buffalo, NY 14207 

CITY 
Mayor Micliael Bell 
One Government Center 
640 Jackson 
Suite 2200 
Toledo, Ohio 43604 

CQufin 
Board of CommlssKincrs 
Lucas County 
One Government Center 
Suite 800 
Toledo, OH 43604 

STATE CLEARINGHOUSE (DOTI 
Todd Audet 
Ohio Department of Transportdllon 
317 East Poe Road 
Bowling Green, Ohio 43402 

STATE HISTORIC PRESERVATION OFFICE 
Ohio Historic Preseivatlon Office 
800 East 17*̂  Avenue 
Columbus, OH 43211 

NATIONAL PARK SERVICE 
Michael Reynolds, Regional Director 
National Park Service 
601 Riverfront Drive 
Omaha, NE 68102-4226 

Charlie Stockman 
National Park Service 
Rivers and Trails Conservation Program 
1201 Eve Street, NW g " floor 
Washington D C 20005 

NATIONAL GEODETIC SURVEY 
Natkinal Geodetic Survey 
Geodetic Service Division 
Room 9202 NGS/12 
1315 East-west Hwy 
Sllvcrspring, MD 20910-3282 

UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECIION AGENCY 
USEPA 
Ariel RIos Building 
1200 Pennsylvania Ave., NW 
Washington, D C. 20004 
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Strategic Planning Department 
Norfollc Southem Corporation Tiireo Commercial Place 
3 Commeraai Piece Norfollt, VA 23510-9207 
Norfolk. VA 23S10-9207 (757) 629-2679 

May 7, 2013 

RE. STB Docket No AB-290 (Sub-No. 337X}. Norfollt Southern Railway Company -
Abandonment - in Lucas County. Ohio 

Dear Sir/Madam* 

Norfolk Southem Railway Company (NSR) plans lo request authority from the Surface Transportation 
Board (STB) to abandon a segment of rail line between Mileposts XK 299 3 and Milepost XK 300 3 in 
Lucas County, Ohio. 

Enclosed is a Combined Environmental and Historic Report (Report) which dcscrtbos the proposed 
abandonment and other pertinent information A map of the proposed Irack abandonment can be found in 
Appendix A of this report Appendix B of this report lists the various agencies receiving it. 

The railroad does not anticipate adverse environmental impacts; however, if you identify any adverse 
environmental effects please describe the actions that would assist In alleviating them Please provide us 
with a written response indicating any concerns or lack thereof, which will be included in the Report and 
sent to the Surface Transportation Board (STB). 

This import is being provided so lhat you may submit informatton that will form tho basis for the STB's 
indopendenl environmental analysis of the proceeding. If you believe any of the information is incorrect, if 
you think pertinent information is missing, or if you have any questions about the Board's Environmental 
Review process, please contact the Section of Environmental Analysis (SEA) by telephone at (202) 245-
0295 or by mail to 

Surface Transportation Board, 
395 E Street. S W , Room 1106 
Washington DC 20423-0001 

Please refer to the above Docket when contacting the STB Applicable statutes and regulations impose 
stnngent deadlines for processing this action. For this reason your wntten comments (with a copy to us) 
would be appreciated within three weeks 

Your comments wiii be considered by the Board in evaluating the environmental impacts of the 
contemplated action In order for us lo consider your input prior to filing with the STB, we must receive 
your comments within three weeks. Please provide information to l-aWada Poarch by omail at 
LaWada Poarch@nscorp.com, or by mail lo* 

LaWada Poarch 
Abandonments Coordinator 
Norfolk Southem Corporation 
Strategic Planning Department 
Three Commercial Place 
Norfolk, VA 23510 
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sincerely. 

MarcellusC Kirchner 
Director strategic Planning 
Norfolk Southern Railway Company 

Attachment 
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United States Department of the Interior 

I'ISII AND WILDLIFE SERVICE 

IJcolo '̂cal Services 
4625 Morse Roud, Suite 104 

Columbus, OIiiu 43230 
(6l<1)416-8993 /FAX (614)416-8994 

December 10,2012 

Norfolk Souihem Corp Tails No 03EI5000-2013-TA-0248 
Attn- MarcellusC. Kirchncr 
3 Commercial Placu 
NorColk. VA 23510-9207 

Rcrerence: Docket No. AU-290 (Sub-No. 337X) Norfolk Southern Railway Abundonmenl in 
Lucas County Ohio 

Dem Mr. Kirclmer, 

Wc have received your recent correspondence requesting Inrorination about the subject 
proposal. There arc no Federal wilderness areas, witdlirc refuges or designated critical 
habitat wiihin the vicinity of the project area. Based on the infomiuLion you Ivive provided, 
at this lime wc have no objection in the proposed project 

ENDANGHKJiD SPECIES COMMENTS: Due lo the project type, size, and location, wc do 
not anticipate any impacl on federally listed endangered, threatened, or candidate species, or 
their habitats. Should the project design change, or during the term of this action, additional 
informalion on lisicd or proposed species or iheir critical habilat become available, or if new 
infonnaiiun reveals effects of ihe action tliul were not previously considered, consullaLion 
wilh Ihe Ser\'ice should be initiated to assess any poieniial ImpacLs 

If you have additional questions or require funher assistance with your project proposal, 
please contact me at the following numbei (614)416-8993, x12. I would be happy to discuss 
the project in further detail wiih you iind provide addiiional assistance if necessaiy. In 
addition, you can find more information on natural resources in Ohio, and a county list of 
federally threatened and endangeied species in Ohio, by visiUnguur homepage uL 
hlip:/A\'ww. fws.gov/m id west/oh i o. 

Sincerely, 

£ Mary Knapp, Ph.D. 
Field Supei visor 
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\ ^ . , ^yy40 years and moving forward 

John R. Kaikh, Governor 
Miry Taylor, u . Governor 
Scon J Nally, Olrenor 

November 9,2012 

Norfolk Southem Corporation 
Kearston St. Dennis, Coordinator Abandonments 
Strategic Planning -12*^ Floor 
3 Cornmercial Place 
Norfolk. VA 23510 

Re: Docket No AB-290 (Sub-No. 337X), Norfolk Southem Railway Company 
Abandonment - In Lucas County, Ohio 

Dear Mr. St. Dennis: 

This letter is in response to your October 29, 2012 con-espondence regarding the proposed 
abandonment of 1.00 miles of rail line between Milepost XK 299.3 and Milepost XK 300.3 in 
Lucas County, Ohio. You requested an opinion on whether any pemnits under Section 402 of 
the Clean Water Act are required for this proposed project. Based upon your infonnatlon 
provided, it appears that no permits under Section 402 will be required for this proposed 
project. 

If you have any further questions, please contact Jason Fyffe of my staff at (614) 728-1793 or 
via email at jason.fyffe@epa.state.oh.us. 

Sincerely, 

^ ^ 
Scott J. Nally 
Director 

so West Town Street • Suite 700 • P 0 . Box 1049 • Columbus, OH a3216-lOd9 
w w w epa.ohto gov • (614) 644-3020 • (614) 644-3184 {fax) 
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Poarch, Lawada G. 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Cc 
Subject: 
Attachments: 

Howdysheii, Jacob <Jacob.Howdysheli@epa state oh.us> 
Tuesday, November 13,2012 3.03 PM 
St Dennis, Kearston Comegys 
Novate, Paul, gunter.kenneth@epamailepa.gov 
Lucas County Abandonment 
norfolk.so railway pdf 

Hello Kearston, 

The Ohio Environmental Protection Agency is in agreement that the proposed action In Docket No AB-290 (Sub-No 
337](), Norfolk Southern Railway Company - Abandonment - in Lucas County. Ohio Is consistent with applicable State 
water quality standards. A permit under Section 402 of the Clean Water Act 33 U.S.C.1342 is not required for the 
proposed activity as described. 

Let me know if you have any further questions. 

Jacob Howdysheii, P.E., Supervisor 
NPDCS, Biosoiids, and Pretreatment Unit 
Ohio EPA Division of Surface Water, Central Office 
Work Phone: (614) 644-2018 
Work Fax: (614)644-2745 
Mailing Address: PO Box 1049, Columbus, OH 43216-1049 
Physical Address- SOW Town St, Suite 700, Columbus, OH 43215 
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DEPARTMENT OF THE ARMY 
BUFFALO DISTRICT, CORPS OF ENGINEERS 

1776 NIAGARA STREET 

BUFFALO. NEW YORK 14207-3199 

HEPLYTO 

February 5.2013 

Regulaioo' Branch 

SUBJECT. Depanmcni orilic Army PcrmiLiing Rcquiremcnls, Application No. 2013-00031 

Kearston Si Dennis 
Coordinuior Abandnnmeni.s 
Siraicgic Plannuig- 12"' Floor 
Norfolk Southern Corporation 
3 Comniei'cial Place 
Norfolk, VA 23.510 

l>ur Kcarsion: 

This is in reference to your proposal to abundon appro.Yimatcly I mile of the mil line 
between Milepost XIC 299.3 to Milepost 300.3 in the City of Toledo, Lucas County, Ohio 

Under Section 404 ofthe Clean Water Act, ihe U.S Army Coips of Engineers (USACE) 
regulnies ihc discharge of dredged or nil material into waters ofthe Uniled Stales, including 
freshwater wetlands. Certain types of activities, such as land clearing using mechanized 
equipmcni and/or side casting, in n jurisdictional water would likely be regulated under Section 
404 of the Clean Water Act. 

An office resource review was conducted which included an evuluaiiun ofthe following 
resources: 

a USGS topographical maps (Figure I of 3) 
b soils survey maps (Figure 2 of 3) 
c National Wetland Inventory (NWI) map (Figure 3 of 3) 
d. Aerial photographs 

Tlie proposed project area reportedly crosses Williams Ditch approximately 2,51S feci 
northwest of Milcposi XK 299.3 as indicated on ihe USGS and the soil .survey. However, based 
upon a review ofthe national wetland in\'cntor>' map and aerial photographs this waterway is 
coniumed wiihin u culvert in ihe vicinit}' ofthe iracks. There are several smaller wooded areas 
reported idong boih sides ofthe railroad line iliat reportedly contain partially hydric soils 

Because ihc evaluation was based solely upon references coniained in our oiTice, and noi 
a siic specific assessment, I strongly suggest lhat either an application for a Department ofthe 
Army permit be submitted, or this ofllce cuniacied for advice on procedures to be followed 
should ihe project include the discharge of Till or mechanized landclearing within Williams Creek 
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(indicate name) Road 

Shaded area = Wetland 

i*" L. = Stream 

= Study area 
= Non-jurlsdictlonal drainageway 
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Ivoryone's Guide to tlie USGPA Guidelines 

Yuu hnvc riDplLGd for a Departincnt u£ the Army pcnnit and 
nflve been -old "that your project "does not appear to comply with 
Uic U.TRPA Guidelines" or you have been requested to "provide 
cocumGnLatjon pursuant Lo the USEPA Guidelines." You have been 
hnndcd a copy oC Title 40 of the Code of Federal Regulations Part 
7.3G entitled Guidelines £p£ Specification of Disposal Sites for 
oredoed flj: Fill Material as proinulgated by the U.S. Environmental 
PruLection Agency (USEPA), and have been referred to section 
:;i0.lO of this document. You open the regulations and read in 
tiny print the following "no discharge of dredged or fill 
malcrial shall be permitted if there is a practicable alternative 
to tho proposed discharge which would have lass adverse impact on 
chG aquatic ecosystefflf so long as the alternative dooa not have 
other significant adverse environmental consequences." 

At this point you are likely exclaiming Lo yourself "Wtiat 
docs nJJ this mean?''?" Allow us Lo explain it. 

The USEPA Guidelines are a set of regulations written by the 
U.S. environmental Protection Agency and administered by the 
Corps of Engineers in its permit program. He (the Corps) use 
r.hf-'se guidelines in our cvniuntion of tho impact of a projccr. on 
t:ho environment:. 

[•̂ t's storr with rhe statement highlighted above. Lot's 
brcnk it down into its components and turn it back into 
"nnglish": 

Vhaz It: Says 

No discharge oC dredged or 
till mat-erial shaJ 1 be 

1t there is a practicable 
alternative to the proposed 
diisuharcjc 

which would havo loss 
adverse inpdct on the aquatic 
eror.ystein 

s n long as the alternative 
does not have other 
ciqnifleant advcrnc 
envIronment aJ consequences. 

What it Really Means 

You cannot place earth, 
concrete, gravel, dirt, 
stone or any other sinilar 
material into the wdter or 
into any wetland 

if there is some other way 
you could do your project 
and achieve the intended 
purpose 

which would not be as bad for 
t i s h , waterfowl, pl.ints or 
other wiidliLe 

as long as the other wny you 
are considering doing your 
project does not result in 
other really bad problems tor 
the environment. 
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Compliance with the USEPA Guidelines is best illustrated by 
exiimple liCt's suppose you are proposing to build a retaining 
i/ali along your shoreline to protect your property. The purpose 
of your project is thus erosion protection. Now let's consider 
three locations for this proposed wall: above the existing 
shoreline on property which is high and dry, at the existing 
shoreline, and 20 feet out into the water. Placing the wall 
above the existing shoreline is not practicable in this case 
because it will leave a portion of your property exposed to 
erosion. Placing the wall 20 feet out into the water would 
iichieve the project purpose of shoreline protection but would 
havti. an adverse effect an plant and animal life. A 
practicable alternative to such a location is to place the wall 
along the shoreline. Using this location along the shoreline 
would comply with the USEPA GuidelinoB, and wc may be able to 
give you a permit. This is because the plan minialzec the amount 
of nidtcrjal which will actually go into the water, thus 
minlmizLng the threat to fish nnd wildlife of the loss ot places 
where Lhcy livu and reproduce, and accomplishes your project 
purpose 

The above example is somewhat simplistic but it illusLrdtcs 
the basis of the process: the Corps of Engineers will issue a 
permit only when the project ropresents the least environmentally 
damaging practicable alternative. When we evaluate an 
alternative you have chosen we consider such factors as cost, 
availability, site characteristics, and project purpose. These 
are not overriding factors. You will still be required to use fj 
less damaging alternative even it if costs more or results in 
reducing the size of your project. 

you may be asked to conaidor using another site Cui yuur 
project. The fact that you do not own another site docs not 
preclude its consideration if that site is available to you and 
could reasonably be obtained by you. You should consider 
evaluating and presenting alternatives to us that you have 
considered that have less adverse effect on the environment. The 
regulations under which we operate do not allow us to issue a 
permit for a project if there is a practicable alternative which 
would have less adverse impact on the aquatic environment. 

The USEPA Guidelines involve a step-by-step review of 
project alternatives that demonstrate a valid attempt has been 
made by you to first avoid adverse impacts, then minimise 
remaining inpacts, and to develop a mitigation plan that wiiJ 
compensate for those unavoidable impacts. The evaluation procon.*: 
is very ocrict in that it must be followed in the order spccifleil 
above. That is, you cannot skip the avoidance and minimization 
steps and attempt to comply with the Guidelines by simply 
providing a mitigation plan. 
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There arc two other items which are worthy of explanation: 
that i n whnthor or not your project is "water-dependent " and 
wliether or not your project Is located in a "special aquatic 
s i te. " 

A water-dependent project is that which must have access or 
pioximity to the water, or be located in the water, to achieve 
its purpose. For example, a dock is a water-dependent project. 
It must bo plncerl in the water to achieve its purpose of moorinn 
a boat. A boat ramp is also a water-dependent project. It must 
be built m the water Lo allow boats to be launched. Placing 
fill in the water to build a parking lot is not water-dependent 
because parking lots can be built on dry land and don't need to 
be in the water to be used. Filling a wetland to build a house 
is also not water-dependent since homes can also be built on drv 
land. ^ 

Spccjfil nquaLic sites are defined in Subpart E of the USEPA 
Guidelines. They include wetlands and vegetated shallows. The 
Guidelines presume that altcrnaLives are always available for a 
non-waLer-depondcnt project proposed for a special aquatic site 
and that these alternatives will have less adverse environmental 
1mpact 

We will decide whether or not your project complies with the 
IISF.PA Guidelines. You can assist us by providing information 
that shows you have selected the least environmentally damaging 
pr.iuticablo alternative. You may have heard that you arc not 
required to supply information, and that Is true. However it is 
in your interest to help us because it will give us a better 
underst.inding of your project and the limitations under which you 
will be working. Only you are most familiar with your situdtion 
and thus you are best equipped to make a case Cor your proposal. 

This guiddncc is intended to help you prepare the 
documentation necessary to demonstrate compliance with tho U.̂ RPA 
Guidelines. We are providing the following list of information 
needs you should respond to in as much detail as possible 

The amount of information required to answer erich qnostLon 
will depend upon the sisc of your project. Generally, the larger 
tne project the more extensive and detailed the information 
should be. For example, more information will bo needed fur a 
subdivision than for a single home. 

1 [Jcncribe the proposed pro3ect. 

2. 'rthac is cnc purpose of the project? 

2 . Mow did you decide to make the project as big as It is? in 
sone cases you may want to provide a market evnluation, noLmq 
;actors such as how your market was defined, important 
demographic characteristics or considerations, and the 
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cor.petiLive profile you desire. Tell us what profit you 
•.'xpuct, and how it will be achieved. (Note that uc consider 
p.>*nrit but it does not drive our review.) 

The type of information you provide will depend upon your 
project. For small "Mom and Pop" projects, sucli as a fill pier 
or a boat ramp, factors such as market share may not have even 
been considered. However, for "megabucks" pro3ect5, such as 
shopping malls and residential subdivisions, such factors havo 
likely been considered and you should provide this information. 

4. What will happen if you don't build the project? Suppose you 
had to rpduce the size of the project. Could you still proceed 
and realize a profit? 

!i. Are there requirements included in the proposed project to 
mpo^ public safety or other requirements imposed by othur 
governmental agencies (such as zoning requirements)? 

o. Mow did you select the site for this pro^ecf 

7. Explain how you used the site selection requirements Lo 
design your projecL. Describe those sites which wore initially 
cnn'fidered - even iJ- only briefly - and why they were dropped 
from further consideration. For those sites that were considered 
mor'3 inten.'̂ ivp.ly list (such as in tabular form) the advantager; 
and disadvAntages of each possible site and how these factors 
were weighed in final site selection. Examples of factors to 
consider include accessibility, size, zoning, topography, ROII 
conditions, environmental conditions, access to public services 
and utilities, and cost. Advantages and disadvantages of each 
si Co should be noted in terms of meeting your own neads, the 
needs of the community, the environmenL, and any others that iray 
bo appropriate. 

8. What factors did you consider in the site layout? Some 
lactors might include the necessary building area, parking areas, 
parking access, visibility sLdndards, building code requirements' 
etc. Describe specifically any modifications which were made to 
the project to avoid and minimize impacts to wetlands or other 
waters on the site. 

9. in your estimate what will be the short-term and long-term 
consequences to society and to the environment if the project Is 
bu111 ? 

10. Describe any mitigation measures you have develnppd to 
coinpbinsate for the unavoidable loss of resources as a re.(fult of 
the proposed project. Your firal mitigation proposal will need 
tu include at least the following information: 

* an assessment of the functions and values provided by 
the existing habitat 

* n specific plan to compensate for the functions and VdiuG<; 
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which will be lost if your project is built. This plan should 
note features such as the size of tho mitigation area, proposed 
grading and excavation, the type of habitat which will be 
provided, any proposed seeding or planting, the method of 
construction, a schedule, and the time to achieve lost functions 
and values. 

It is generally not necessary to provide a detailed 
mitigation proposal in the initial stages of your application, but 
you should indicate your willingness to undertake mitigation and 
describe any conceptual plans you have developed. Pinal 
mitigation plans can be developed based upon coordination with 
us and with the other agencies concerned with natural resources. 

U.S. Army Engineer District, Buffalo 
September 1991 
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ATTACHMENT 2 
CONSULTING AGENCY RESPONSES TO 

ENVIRONiVIENTAL AND HISTORIC REPORT 
fPOST-CIRCULATIONl 
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OHIO 
II I S T O R Y 

In reply refer to 
20I3-LUC-24SS1 

June 18,2013 

LaWada Poarch, Abandoniiieiiis Coordinator 
Norfolk Southem Corporation - Strategic Planning Dept 
3 Commercial Place 
Norfolk, VA 23510 

Dear Ms Poarch: 

Re: STB Docket No AE3-290 (Sub-No 337x) Norfolk Southern Railway Company Abandonment, Lucas 
County, Ohio 

This i.s in response to the submitted documentation dated May 7,2013 and received by our ofnce on May 
9, 2013 concerning the proposed project The project involves the abandonment of a 1-mile segment of 
rail line at Toledo, Lucas County, Ohio. My comments arc made pursuant to Section 106 ofthe National 
Historic Preservation Act o f 1966, a.s amended, nnd the rcgu!ation.s at 36 CFR Part 800 

Tlie abandonment of Ihe l-milc segment of line, between Mileposts XK299 3 nndXK300.3, involves the 
removal ofthe rails and tics along the route. 'I'he ballast wi l l then be graded to provide a level road bed. 
No balla.st wi l l be removed and no soil disturbance wil l occur. The contours ofthe existing road bed wil l 
remain as is and existing drainage systems wi l l stay intact. There are no bndges along the segment The 
segment was part ofthe first portion ofthe Erie & KalamaTOO Railroad, completed in 1836, which makes 
the line a significant historic resource to the state. However, the only changes to the line within the short 
segment wi l l be the removal ofthe mils and tics, which have been replaced multiple times over the years 
making their contribution to the line's significance minor. The overall shape, dimcnsion.s, and appearance 
of tlie line wil l remain basically mtaci since the grade wil l be left in place. Also, the lack of structures, 
such as bridges or other significant structures, throughout the segment lessens its importance to the 
overall railroad line. Based on these factors, it is my opinion that the abandonment and proposed outlines 
activhies wil l not affect historic properties for this project 

No archaeological or architectural investigations are recommended by the Ohio I listoric Preservation 
OfTice for this project 

If the project changes or archaeological remains are discovered during the course of the project, this 
office should be contacted as per 36 CFR § 800 13. 

If you have any questions, please contact me at (614)298-2000, or by email at cnelson@ohiohisiory.org. 

Sincerely, 

hristoplier Nelson, Project Reviews Manager 

OHIO HISTORICAt SOCIETY 
Ohio HIstaHe Pteseivatlon Offlu 

800 fca^t 1 7lh Avenue, Columbus, Ohio 43211 ph 611.29B.2O00 fx. 614.298.2037 
www.ohlQhlstorv org 
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Poarch. Lawada G. 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Cc: 
Subject: 

Simon Monroe <simon monroe@noaa.gov> 
Tuesday, June 25. 2013 4*42 PM 
lawada poarch@nscorp.com 
Kirchner, Marc C; David Conner Lucy Hall, Simon Monroe 
NGS Response, STB Docket AB-290 (SUB NO. 337X) 

Thank you for sharing your railroad abandonment environmental report for 

TOLEDO, Lucas County, OHIO. 

Approximately 00 geodetic survey marks may be located in the area descnbed. 

If marks will be disturbed by the abandonment, [THE RAILROAD| shall 

consult with the National Geodetic Survey (NGS) at least 90 days prior to 

beginning salvage activities that will disturb, or destroy any geodetic station 

marks are described on the attached file. Additional advice is provided at 

http://eeodesv.noaa Bov/marks/rallroads/ 

I---I 1-
-I 1- " I - •I--I-I 

No Stations Found. 
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l ieroRCTii i i : 
SURFACn TRANSPORTATION HOARD 

WASHINGTON, DC 

STK Ducket No. AB-290 (Suh-No. 337X) 

NORFOLK SOUTIIFRN RAILWAY COMPANY 
-ABANDONMENT EXEMPTION-

IN LUCAS COUNTY, OHIO 

VERIFIED NOTICE OF EXEMPT ABANDONMENT 

DRAFT NOTICE OF EXEMPTION 
ICAPTION SUMMARY! 
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DEPARTMIZNT OF TRANSPORTATION 

Surface Transporlulion Buurd 

I Docket No. AB 290 (Sub-No. 337X)1 

Norfolk Southem Railway Company - Abandonment E.\empiion- In Lucas County. Ohio 

Norfolk Southem Railu'ay Company (NSR) has filed on July 23,2011, a verified notice 

of exempiion under 49 C.h'.R. part 1152 subpart I'-lixempl Abandonments to abandon 

appro.\imatcly 1.0 miles of rail line extending between milepost XK 299.3 (to the south ofthe 

intersection of Woodstock Ave. and Nebraska Ave.) and milcposi XK 300 3 (near the 

intersection of Douglas Rd. and Dorr St.). all of which is located in Toledo. Lucas County. Ohio. 

The Line traverses United Stales Postal Zip Code lerritory 43606 and 43607. 

NSR has ccnillcd ihaf (I) no local traffic has moved over ihe line for at least 2 years. 

(2) there is no overhead irafl'ic on the subject line because ihe subject line is not a "through line;'' 

(3) no formal complaini filed by a user of rail ser\'ice on the line (or by a slate or local 

government entity acting on behalf of such user) rcgarding cessation of service over the line 

either is pending wilh the Surface Transportation Board (Board) or with any U.S. Disirici Court 

or has been decided in favor of complainant wiihin the 2-year period, and (4) the rcquiremcnls al 

49 C.F.R § 1105 7(c) (environmental report), 49 C F R § 1105.11 (transmittal letter), 

49 C.F.R. § 1105.12 (newspaper publieaiion), and 49 C.F.R. § 1152.50(d)(1) (notice lo 

govcrnmeiilal agencies) have been met 

As a condition lo this exemption, uny employee adversely affected by the abandonment 

shall be protected under Oreiion Short Line Railroad - Abandonment Portion Goshen Branch 

Between Kirth & Ammoii. in Binuham & Bonneville Counties. Idaho. 360 I.C.C 91 (1979) To 
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address whether this condition adequately protects afiected employees, a petition for partial 

revocation under 49 U.S.C. § 10502(d) must be filed. 

Provided no formal expression of intent to lllc an offer of financial assistance (01-A) has 

been received, this exemption will be cfTeciivc on September 11.2013, unless stayed pending 

reconsideration Petitions to stay that do not involve environmental issues,' fonnai expressions 

of inteni lo file an OFA under 49 C F R. § I I 52.27(c)(2).^ and trail use/rail banking requests 

under 49 C.F.R. § 1152.29 must be filed by .2013 Petitions to reopen or requests for 

public use conditions under 49 C.F.R. § 1152.28 must be filed by . 2013, with the 

Surface Transponaiion BoanI, 395 IE Street, S.W., Washington, DC 20423-0001. 

A copy ofany peiiiion filed wilh the Board should be sent to NSR*s representative 

Robert A. Wimbish. Baker & Miller PLLC, 2401 Pennsylvania Ave.. NW, Suite 300, 

Washington. DC 20037. 

If the verified notice contains false or misleading information, the exemption is void ab 

initio 

NSR has filed a combined environmental and historic report which addresses the effects, 

if any. of Ihc abandonment on the environment and historic resources OEA will issue an 

environmental asses.smeni (IZA) by . 2013. Interested persons may obtain a copy ofthe 

liA by writing to OKA (Room 1100. Surface Transportation Board. Washington. DC 20423-

0001) or by calling OFA at (202) 245-0305. A.ssistance for the hearing impaired is available 

' The Board will grant a slay i f an informed decision on environmental issues (whether raised by 
a party or by the Board's Office of Environmental Analysis (OIZA) in its independent 
investigation) cannot be made before the exemption's effective date. Sec Exemniion of Oui-of-
Scrv. Rail Lines. 5 I.C.C.2d 377(1989). Any request for a slay should be filed as soon as 
possible so that the Board may take appropriate aclion before the exemption's encctive date. 

^ Bach OFA must be accompanied by the filing fee, which iscurrcntly set at $1,600. See 49 
C F R § 1002.2(0(25) 
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through the Federal Information Relay Service (l-IRS) at 1-800-877-8339. Comments on 

environmental and historic preser\'ation matters iTiu.st be filed wiihin 15 days afier the BA 

becomes available to ihc public. 

Environmental, historic preservation, public use, or trail use/rail banking conditions will 

be imposed, where appropriate, in a subsequent decision. 

Pursuant to ihc provisions of 49 C.F.R. § 1152.29(c)(2), NSR shall file a notice of 

consummation with Ihe Board to signify lhal it has exercised Ihe auihority granted and fully 

abandoned the Line If consummation has not been effected by NSR's filing of a notice of 

consummation by . 2014, and there are no legal or regulatory barriers to 

consummation, the authority to abandon will automatically expire 

Board decisions and notices are available on our website at ''WWW.STB.DOT.GOV." 

Decided- .2013. 

By ihe Board, Rachel D. Campbell. Director, OlTice of Proceedings. 
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